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BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT

1995 COMMISSION
U.S. Air Force Overview

Schedule/Mission Impact: The following schedule was developed to minimize the impact on Air Force
mission capability while placing priority on closing or realigning the bases as recommended by the 1995
Base Closure Commission and directed by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act, P.L. 101-510.
It is the Air Force's objective to close and realign the bases as recommended at the earliest opportunity to
take advantage of savings provided by reductions to Air Force end strength, reductions to base operating
support costs, and where applicable, proceeds from the sale of real property at closure bases. The Air
Force topline has been reduced by the savings associated with this closure round. While we expect the
actions at McClellan and Kelly to produce savings, it is not clear how soon these savings will materialize.
As aresult, no savings are identifed specifically to the depots until uncertainties are resolved and
reasonable estimates are possible. We plan industry days at each depot to provide the Air Force initial
information about industry interest and capability to perform depot workloads. Over the next several
months we will work with this and other information to develop savings estimate and we will include
these estimates in subsequent justification materials. At the end of this section, we have provided a
summary chart which reflects the total costs for the BRAC 95 closures/realignments. Costs for the non-
depot portion across the FYDP is $539M which includes funds for a fast track clean-up of these
installations. Also included is a chart reflecting the personnel phasing assumptions incorporated into the
costs for the two depots. These numbers reflect our best estimate on personnel impacts given the
uncertainties ‘of industry’s response to our workload. The requirements generated by the 1995 Base
Closure Commission changes to previous Base Closure Commission recommendations are included in the
1993 section of the budget estimates.

FY 1996: Base Closure Account requirement: $93.5 Million. Air Force requirements for FY 1996
consisted of preliminary planning, designing and initiating military construction projects associated with
the realignments of Malmstrom, Homestead, and O’Hare to accommodate the movement of units into
gaining locations. Funding was also necessary for environmental compliance and restoration actions to
meet requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act at each closure/realignment location,
especially Onizuka and Reese AFBs, for family housing, operation and mu.intenance, and military
personnel PCS mainly at Malmstrom and Reese.

Bergstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.4 Million.
The majority of this funding is due to operation and maintenance costs and environmental
requirements.

Eglin: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.1 Million
There are no planned BRAC costs associated with Eglin in FY 1996.

Grand Forks: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Griffiss 485th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.1 Million

The funding consists of operations and maintenance requirements.
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Griffiss 10th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.02 Million
The funding consists of O&M requirements and environmental compliance and restoration.

Hill: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.1 Million.
The funding is a result of operation and maintenance costs.

Homestead 301st: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.5 Million
The funding is a result of operation and maintenance costs.

Homestead 726th Base Closure Account requirement: $0.3 Million
This funding consists of operations and maintenance, and military personnel PCS.

Lowry: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.2 Million
The funding is for funding of operations and maintenance, environmental compliance and
restorations and military personnel PCS.

Kelly: Base Closure Account requirement: $9.0 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance costs.

Malmstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $9.2 Million
The funding is for military constructions, operation and maintenance, environmental requirements,
and military personnel PCS.

McClellan: Base Closure Account requirement: $27.3 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance.

O’Hare: Base Closure Account requirement: $10.7 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance.

Onizuka: Base Closure Account requirement: $3.2 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Ontario: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.7 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

REDCAP: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.1 Million
The funding is for environmental requirements.

Reese: Base Closure Account requirement: $11.9 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, environmental, and military personnel PCS.

Roslyn: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.6 Million
The funding is for military construction, operation and maintenance, and environmental
requirements.

Program Management: $17.1 Million
Funding is for planning and design for military construction, and operation and maintenance.
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recommendations for Bergstrom, the 485th portion of Griffiss redirect, Hill, and Homestead (301st and
626th) are scheduled for completion this year. Air Force requirements for FY 1997 consist of $76.6M in
military construction projects, the majority of which support the realignments of Griffiss and Malmstrom
as well as the redirect on Homestead. Environmental requirements, operations and maintenance, and
military personnel PCS.

. FY 1997: Base Closure Account requirement: $209.7 Million. The 1995 Commission

Bergstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $6.7 Million.
The funding is due to environmental restoration at Bergstrom and military construction in support
of the move of 10th Air Force Headquarters (AFRES) to NAS Ft. Worth.

Eglin: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.5 Million
The funding is due to operation and maintenance requirements.

Grand Forks: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
The funding is due to operation and maintenance, and military personnel PCS.

Griffiss 485th: Base Closure Account requirement: $2.9 Million
The funding consists of operations and maintenance requirements, and a small amount of military
construction.

Griffiss 10th: Base Closure Account requirement: $46.7 Million

The funding consists of $46.0M in military construction supporting the move of the 10th Mountain
Division to Ft. Drum as well as a small amount for operations and maintenance, and environmental
compliance and restoration.

. Hill: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.2 Million.
The funding is a result of military personnel PCS.

Homestead 301st: Base Closure Account requirement: $5.9 Million
The funding consists totally of military construction requirements.

Homestead 726th Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Lowry: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.0 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance and environmental requirements.

Kelly: Base Closure Account requirement: $18.3 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, environmental compliance and restoration, and
military construction. g

Malmstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $14.3 Million
The funding is for construction, operation and maintenance, as well as procurement.

McClellan: Base Closure Account requirement: $42.7 Million
The funding includes Homeowners Assistance Program, construction and environmental
requirements.

O’Hare: Base Closure Account requirement: $7.7 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.
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Onizuka: Base Closure Account requirement: $8.5 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, environmental requirements, and military personnel .
PCS.

Ontario: Base Closure Account requirement: $3.0 Million
The funding is for construction, operation and maintenance, and environmental requirements.

REDCAP: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.9 Million
The funding is for construction, operation and maintenance, and environmental requirements.

Reese: Base Closure Account requirement: $31.6 Million
The funding is for military construction, operation and maintenance, environmental requirements
as well as Homeowners Assistance Program.

Roslyn: Base Closure Account requirement: $4.4 Million
The funding includes $8.0M in military construction, operation and maintenance funds,
environmental requirements, and military personnel PCS.

Program Management: $12.4 Million
Funding was for planning and design for military construction and operation and maintenance.

FY 1998. Base Closure Account requirement: $357.9 Million. The 1995 Commission recommendations
for Eglin, Lowry, and Malmstrom are scheduled for completion this year. Funding is due to military
construction, environmental, operation and maintenance, military personnel PCS, and procurement.

Bergstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million.

Eglin: Base Closure Account requirement: $4.6 Million
The funding is due to operation and maintenance requirements.

Grand Forks: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
The funding is due to military construction, and operation and maintenance.

Griffiss 485th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Griffiss 10th: Base Closure Account requirement: $2.0 Million
The funding consists of military construction, and operations and maintenance requirements.

Hill: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Homestead 301st: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Homestead 726th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Lowry: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.1 Million
Their is ten thousand dollars set aside for environmental requirements.

Kelly: Base Closure Account requirement: $67.1 Million
The funding is for military construction, operation and maintenance and environmental
requirements.
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Malmstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.1 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance.

McClellan: Base Closure Account requirement: $163.0 Million
The funding includes $67 million in military construction, $43 million for operation and
maintenance and $30 million for environmental requirements.

O’Hare: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.8 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Onizuka; Base Closure Account requirement: $62.4 Million
The funding includes $25.9M for military construction, $4.6M for environmental and $39.6M
amount for operation and maintenance.

Ontario: Base Closure Account requirement: $4.3 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

REDCAP: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.0 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance.

Reese: Base Closure Account requirement: $30.1 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Roslyn: Base Closure Account requirement: $10.2 Million
The funding was for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Program Management: $16.4 Million
Funding is for military construction and operation and maintenance requirements.

FY 1999: Base Closure Account requirement: $260.0 Million. The 1995 Commission recommendations
for Eglin, Lowry, and Malmstrom are scheduled to be completion this year. Funding is for military
construction, operation and maintenance as well environmental and procurement.

Bergstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million.
Eglin: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Grand Forks: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
The funding is due to operation and maintenance, requirements.

Griffiss 485th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Griffiss 10th: Base Closure Account requirement: $2.1 Million
The funding consists of operations and maintenance requirements.

Hill: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Homestead 301st: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Homestead 726th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
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Lowry: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Kelly: Base Closure Account requirement: $90.2 Million
The funding includes $68.2M for military construction, $40.3M for operations and maintenance
requirements and $4.9M for environmental requirements.

Malmstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

McClellan: Base Closure Account requirement: $87.4 Million
The funding includes environmental, operations and maintenance, and military construction
requirements.

O’Hare: Base Closure Account requirement: $4.1 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Onizuka: Base Closure Account requirement: $28.9 Million
The funding includes $22M for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Ontario: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.6 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

REDCAP: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.0 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance.

Reese: Base Closure Account requirement: 30.6 Million
The funding includes $17.3M for environmental requirements as well as $3.4M for operation and
maintenance requirements.

Roslyn: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.3 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Program Management: $12.9 Million
Funding is for operation and maintenance requirements.

FY 2000: Base Closure Account requirement: $229.8 Million. The 1995 commission recommendations
for Grand Forks, Ontario, and Roslyn are scheduled to be completed this year. Funding is due to military
construction, environmental, operation and maintenance, and procurement.

Bergstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million.

Eglin: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Grand Forks: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
The funding is due to operation and maintenance, requirements.

Griffiss 485th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Griffiss 10th: Base Closure Account requirement: $2.4 Million
The funding consists of environmental requirements.

Hill: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
EXHIBIT BC-01




Homestead 301st: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
. Homestead 726th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Lowry: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Kelly: Base Closure Account requirement: $78.6 Million
The funding includes $28.4M for military construction, $42.0M for operation and maintenance,
$2.5M for military personnel PCS and $5.6M for environmental requirements. '
Malmstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
McClellan; Base Closure Account requirement: $110.1 Million
The funding includes $3.2M for military construction, $64.7M for operation and maintenance,

$38.7M for environmental and $3.5M for military personnel PCS.

O’Hare: Base Closure Account requirement: $3.0 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance as well as environmental requirements.

Onizuka: Base Closure Account requirement: $8.4 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Ontario: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.3 Million
The funding is for environmental requirements.

REDCAP: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

. Reese: Base Closure Account requirement: $17.3 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Roslyn: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.3 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Program Management: $9.4 Million

Funding is for operation and maintenance requirements.

FY 2001: Base Closure Account requirement: $449.4 Million. All the closure and realignment
recommendatjons of the 1995 Commission are scheduled to be completed. Environmental restoration will
continue until completion. Funding is for operations and maintenance, military construction and
procurement.

Bergstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million.

Eglin: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Grand Forks: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
The funding is due to operation and maintenance requirements.

Griffiss 485th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
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Griffiss 10th: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.4 Million
The funding consists of environmental requirements.

Hill: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Homestead 301st: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Homestead 726th: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million
Lowry: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Kelly: Base Closure Account requirement: $217.2 Million

The funding includes $18.7 for military construction, $192.7M for operation and maintenance

and $5.8M for environmental requirements.
Malmstrom: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

McClellan: Base Closure Account requirement: $188.0 Million

The funding includes $152.7M for operation and maintenance, and $35.3M for environmental

requirements.

O’Hare: Base Closure Account requirement: $1.6 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Onizuka: Base Closure Account requirement: $17.4 Million
The funding is for operation and maintenance, as well as environmental requirements.

Ontario: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.1 Million
The funding is for environmental requirements.

REDCAP: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million

Reese: Base Closure Account requirement: $14.2 Million
The funding is for operations and maintenance and environmental requirements.

Roslyn: Base Closure Account requirement: $0.8 Million
The funding is for environmental requirements.

Program Management: $9.2 Million

Funding is for operation and maintenance requirements.
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Bergstrom Air Reserve Base, Texas Package

Base Closure and Realignment Detail




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/BERGSTROM AIR RESERVE BASE, TEXAS

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 1996 FY 1997 FY 1998 FY 1999
Military Construction 0 5,020 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 1,400 1,660 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 0
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 1,400 6,680 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 1,400 6,680 0 0
FUNDED OQUTSIDE OF THE ACCOUNT:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 14,591 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 14,591 0 0 0
SAVINGS: .
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 2,973 6,099 6,099
Military Personnel 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 263 263 263
Military ES 0 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 0 2973 6,099 6,099
ET IMPLEMENTATION TS:;
Military Construction 0 5,020 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 1,400 1,660 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 -2973 -6,099 -6,099
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other ' 0 -0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS 1,400 3,707 -6,099 -6,099
EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/BERGSTROM AIR RESERVE BASE, TEXAS

EXHIBIT BC-02 . 11

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
TOTAL
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 96 - 01 ,
Military Construction 0 0 5,02
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
| - Operations 0 0 0
\ Environmental 0 0 3,060
| Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0
} Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0
‘ Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 0 0 8,080
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
} BUDGET REQUEST 0 0 8,080
D 1 F
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
| Operation & Maintenance 0 0 14,591
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0. . 0 14,59b
SAVINGS: ,
Military Construction 0 0 0
| Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 6,099 6,099 27,369
Military Personnel 0 0 0
\ Other ' 0 0 0
‘ Civilian ES 263 263 263
Military ES 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 6,099 6,099 27,369
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 0 5,020
‘ Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
| - Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 3,060
Operation & Maintenance -6,099 -6,099 -27,369
| Military Personnel - PCS .0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
| Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 .
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS -6,099 -6,099 -19,289
|
\




BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT
PACKAGE DESCRIPTION

U.S. Air Force/Bergstrom Air Reserve Base, Texas

Closure Package: Bergstrom Air Reserve Base, Texas, closes by FY 97. The 924th Fighter Wing
(AFRES) will inactivate. The Wing’s F-16 aircraft will be redistributed or retire. Headquarters. 10th Air

Force (AFRES), will relocate to Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint Reserve Base, Texas.

One Time Implementation Costs:

Military Construction:

FY 1997 Fiscal Year
State/Installation Project Title/# of Award
Texas/Carswell Numbered AF Headquarters/DDPF959004 1997
Texas/Carswell Security Police Trn Fac(AFR)/CDDPF959006 1997
Total 1997

Conjunctively-Funded Construction: N/A

Family Housing Construction: N/A

Family Housing Operations: N/A

Operation and Maintenance: N/A

Other Procurement: N/A

Revenues From Land Sales: N/A

Environmental: $1.7 Million

Savings: Savings identified are generated by no longer operating the installation. They are included in

Amount
($000)
4,300
720
5,020

exhibit BC-02 for display purposes only, and will be realized in other Air Force appropriations.
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. Bergstrom ARB, Texas Package

FY 1997 Forms 1391 (Military Construction Project Data)




1. COMPONENT 2. DATE
FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
USAFR (computer generated) \ 9 MAR ]995
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE
CARSWELL~- NAS FT WORTH JOINT RESERVE BASE CLOSURE-NUMBERED
BASE, TEXAS AIR FORCE HEADQUARTERS

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT|6. CATEGORY CODE|7. PROJECT NUMBER |8. PROJECT COST($000)

5.53.96F 610-285 DDPF959004 4,300
9. COST ESTIMATES
UNIT COST
ITEM U/M|QUANTITY| COST (S000)
BASE CLOSURE-NUMBERED AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS SM 2,600 970 2,522
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 1,325
UTILITIES LS ( 420)
PAVEMENTS LS ( 85)
SITE IMPROVEMENTS LS ( 50)
PREWIRED WORK STATIONS EA 148 4,189 ( 620)
DEMOLITION LS (_ 150)
SUBTOTAL 3,847
CONTINGENCY (5%) 192
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 4,039
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 242
TOTAL REQUEST 4,281
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 4,300

10. Description of Proposed Construction: A new headquarters facility
for the 10 AF to be located at NAS Ft Worth. Project will include
concrete block exterior wall with brick and stucco, standing seam metal
roof, plumbing, electrical, and HVAC works. All required utilities will
be installed and connected to existing hookups. Comprehensive Interior
Design is part of this design concept.

Air Conditioning: 140 KW.

11. REQUIREMENT: 2,600 SM ADEQUATE: O SUBSTANDARD: O

PROJECT: Base Closure- Provide a Numbered Air Force Headquarters
REQUIREMENT: Provide an adequately sized and functionally configured
space to satisfy all training, storage, and administrative functions for
the 10th AF.

CURRENT SITUATION: The 1995 Base Realignment and Closure Commission
recommeded the closure of Bergstrom ARF and the relocation of the 10th AF
to NAS Ft Worth. There are no available facilities at NAS Ft Worth to
locate this headquarters.

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Headquarters 10th AF would not be relocated as
directed and assigned personnel would not have adequate facilities to
perform their functions.

ADDITIONAL: Funding is to be provided from the Base Closure Account.
There is no criteria/scope specified in Part II of Military Handbook 1190,
"Facility Planning and Design Guide". All known alternative options were
considered during development.

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No
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1. COMPONENT

USAFR

FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
(computer generated)

2. DATE

1§ AR 1095

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

CARSWELL- NAS FT WORTH JOINT RESERVE BASE, TEXAS

b. Equipment associated with this project will be provided
other appropriations: N/A

from

4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER
BASE CLOSURE-NUMBERED AIR FORCE HEADQUARTERS DDPF959004
12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA:
a. Estimated Design Data:
(1) Status:
(a) Date Design Started 96 FEB 28
(b) Parametric Cost Estimates used to develop costs Y
(c) Percent Complete as of Jan 1996 %
(d) Date 35% Designed. 96 APR 30
(e) Date Design Complete 96 SEP 16
(2) Basis:
(a) Standard or Definitive Design -
(b) Where Design Was Most Recently Used -
(3) Total Cost (c) = (a) + (b) or (d) + (e): ($000)
(a) Production of Plans and Specifications
(b) All other Design Costs 430
(c) Total 430
(d) Contract 258
(e) In-house 172
(4) Construction Start 96 DEC

DD FORM 1391C, DEC 76
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1. COMPONENT 2. DATE
FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA

USAFR (computer generated) v § AR 1836
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE

. NAVAL AIR STATION FT WORTH JOINT RESERVE BASE CLOSURE: SECURITY POLICE
BASE, TEXAS TRAINING FACILITY (AFR)

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT|6. CATEGORY CODE|7. PROJECT NUMBER |8. PROJECT COST($000)

55396F 171-443 DDPF959006 720
9. COST ESTIMATES
UNIT COST
ITEM U/M|QUANTITY| COST ($000)
BASE CLOSURE: SECURITY POLICE TRAINING
FACILITY (AFR) Ls 514
610TH SECURITY POLICE TRAINING FAC SM 370 1,030 (381)
TRAINING SUPPORT/EQUIPMENT STORAGE SM 325 410 (133)
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 130
UTILITIES LS ( 60)
PAVEMENTS LS ( 40)
SITE IMPROVEMENTS LS (_30)
SUBTOTAL 644
CONTINGENCY (5%) : _32
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 676
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) _41
TOTAL REQUEST 717
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 720
. 10. Description of Proposed Construction: Construct a facility with

concrete foundation/flooring, steel framework, masonry walls, and standing
seam metal roof to meet base architectural compatability standards.
Construction includes all necessary utilities and support items.

11. REQUIREMENT: 695 SM ADEQUATE: O SUBSTANDARD: O

PROJECT: Base Closure: Security Police Training Facility

REQUIREMENT: The Base realignment and Closure Commission directed the
closure of Bergstrom ARB requiring the relocation of the 610th Security
Police Squadron to Ft Worth Joint Reserve Base. Facilities are required
to train a reserve police unit in their wartime taskings of providing
‘security for deployable aircraft, airbase security, and combat defense
systems. Storage of deployable and home station training equipment is
essential.

CURRENT SITUATION: The unit must relocate to another DOD installation
which can provide a training area and storage facilities for firearms and
munitions associated with security police training.

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The unit will not have adequate facilities upon
relocation which will negatively impact their ability to fully augment the
active forcn under activation conditions.

ADDITIONAL: Funding is to be provided from the Base Closure Account.
There is no scope/criteria for this project in Part II of the Military
handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide.”

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No




1. COMPONENT 2. DATE
FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
USAFR (computer generated) 149 KMAR 1908
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION
NAVAL AIR STATION FT WORTH JOINT RESERVE BASE, TEXAS
4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER
BASE CLOSURE: SECURITY POLICE TRAINING FACILITY (AFR) DDPF959006
12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA:
a. Estimated Design Data:
(1) Status:
(a) Date Design Started 96 FEB 28
(b) Parametric Cost Estimates used to develop costs Y
(c) Percent Complete as of Jan 1996 %
(d) Date 35% Designed. 96 APR 30
(e) Date Design Complete 96 SEP 16
(2) Basis:
(a) Standard or Definitive Design -
(b) Where Design Was Most Recently Used -
{(3) Total Cost (c) = (a) + (b) or (d) + (e): ($000)
(a) Production of Plans and Specifications
(b) All Other Design Costs 70
(c) Total 70
{(d) Contract 42
(e) In-house 28
(4) Construction Start 97 JAN
b. Equipment associated with this project will be provided from
other appropriations: N/A

DD FORM 1391cC,

DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete.
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Eglin Air Force Base, Florida Package

Base Closure and Realignment Detail




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/EGLIN AFB, FLORIDA

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY1996 FY1997 FY 1998 FY 1999
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 1,485 4,574 0
Military Personnel - PCS 100 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 100 1,485 4,574 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 100 1,485 4,574 0
EUNDED OUTSIDE OF THE ACCOUNT:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 .0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 0 0
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 42 157 59 303
Military Personnel 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 42 157 59 303
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS;
Military Construction 0 -0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 42 1,328 4,515 -303
Military Personnel - PCS 100 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS 58 1,328 4,515 -303
EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/EGLIN AFB, FLORIDA ’

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 96 - OL,
Military Construction 0- 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 6,059
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 100
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 0 0 6,159
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 0 0 6,159
FUNDED OUTSIDE OF THE ACCOUNT:
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 b
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 450 254 1,265
Military Personnel 0 0 0
Other . 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 450 254 1,265
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance ‘ -450 -254 4,794
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 100
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 .
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS -450 -254 4,894

EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT
. PACKAGE DESCRIPTION

U.S. Air Force/Eglin Air Force Base, Florida
Closure Package: Eglin AFB, Florida, will realign FY 1997/8. The Elctromagnetic Test Environment
(EMTE) , consisting of eight Electronic Combat (EC) threat simulator systems and two EC pod systems
will relocate to the Nellis AFB Complex, Nevada.

One Time Implementation Costs:

Military Construction: N/A

Family Housing Operations: N/A.
Operation and Maintenance: $1.5 Million

Military Personnel - PCS: N/A

Other Procurement: N/A

Revenues From Land Sales: N/A
Environmental: N/A

Savings: Savings identified are generated by no longer operating the installation. They are included in
exhibit BC-02 for display purposes only, and will be realized in other Air Force appropriations.

EXHIBIT BC-03




Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Daketa Package

Base Closure and Realignment Detail




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION

USAF/GRAND FORKS AFB, NORTH DAKOTA

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY1996 FY1997 FY 1998 FY 1999
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 0
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 0 0 0 0
FUNDED OQUTSIDE OF THE ACCOUNT:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 0 0
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 -0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 1,047 0 3,302 7,304
Military Personnel 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 1,047 0 3,302 7,304
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance -1,047 0 -3,302 -7,304
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS -1,047 0 -3,302 -7,304
EXHIBIT BC-02 7

U




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/GRAND FORKS AFB, NORTH DAKOTA

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
TOTAL
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 96 - 01 '
Military Construction 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 0 0 0
F ED QUTSIDE OF THE A NT:
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 b
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 10,830 6,112 28,595
Military Personnel 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 10,830 6,112 28,595
NETIMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0
- Operations 0 0
Environmental 0 0
Operation & Maintenance -10,830 -6,112
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0
Other 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS -10,830 -6,112

EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT
. PACKAGE DESCRIPTION

U.S. Air Force/ Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota
Closure Package: Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota, is scheduled for realignment in
FY1996/2. The 321st Missile Group will inactive and Minuteman III missiles will relocate to Malmstrom
AFB, Montana, be maintained at depot facilities, or be retired. A small number of silo launchers at Grand
Forks AFB may be retained if required. ‘
One Time Implementation Costs:

Military Construction: N/A

Family Housing Construction: N/A

Family Housing Operations: N/A

Operation and Maintenance: N/A

Military Personnel - PCS: N/A

Other Procurement: N/A

Revenues From Land Sales: N/A

Environmental: N/A

Savings: Savings identified are generated by no longer operating the facility. They are included in
exhibit BC-02 for display purposes only, and will be realized in other Air Force appropriations.

EXHIBIT BC-03




Griffiss Air Force Base 485th Engineering Installation, New York Package

Base Closure and Realignment Detail




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/GRIFFISS AFB, 485TH ENGINEERING INSTALLATION GROUP, NEW YORK

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY1996 FY1997 FY 1998 FY 1999
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 2917 0 0
Military Personnel - PCS 100 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 .0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 100 2,917 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 100 2,917 0 0
FUNDED OUTSIDE OF THE ACCOUNT:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 5,669 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 5,669 0 0 0
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 21 183 69 109
Military Personnel 0 -0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 21 183 69 109
T N I
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance -21 2,734 -69 -109
Military Personnel - PCS 100 0 0 0
Other ’ 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS 79 2,734 -69 -109

EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/GRIFFISS AFB, 485TH ENGINEERING INSTALLATION GROUP, NEW YORK

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
TOTAL
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 96 - 01 ’
Military Construction 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 2,917
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 100
Other 0. 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 0 0 3,017
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 0 0 3,017
DED QUTSIDE QF THE
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 5,669
Other 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 5,66
SAVINGS:;
Military Construction 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0
- Operations 0 0
Operation & Maintenance - 161 - 90 633
Military Personnel 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 161 90 633
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS;
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance -161 -90 2,284
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 100
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS -90 2,384

EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT
PACKAGE DESCRIPTION

U.S. Air Force/ Griffiss Air Force Base 485th Engineering Installation, New York
Closure Package: Griffiss Air Force Base 485th Engineering Installation, New York, is scheduled for
inactiviation by FY 1996/7. Transfer its enginering and installation functions as operational requirements
dictate in accordance with Department of the Air Force policy.

One Time Implementation Costs:

Military Construction:

FY 1997
Fiscal Year Amount
State/Installation Project Title/# of Award ($000)

Conjunctively-Funded Construction: N/A

Family Housing Construction: N/A

Family Housing Operations: N/A

Operation and Maintenance: $2.9 Million

Military Personne] - PCS: N/A

Other Procurement: N/A

Revenue from Land Sales: N/A

Environmental: N/A

Savings: Savings identified are generated by no longer operating the installation. They are included in
exhibit BC-02 for display purposes only, and will be realized in other Air Force appropriations.

EXHIBIT BC-03




Griffiss Airfield Support 10th Inf Light Division, New York Package

Base Closure and Realignment Detail




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/GRIFFISS AFB, AIRFIELD SPPT FOR 10TH INF LIGHT DIV, NEW YORK

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY1996 FY1997 FY 1998 FY 1999
Military Construction 0 46,000 2,000 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 . -0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 10 321 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 5 339 0 2,100
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 15 46,660 2,000 2,100
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 15 46,660 2,000 2,100
DED IDE OF THE T:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 0 0
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 9,225
Military Personnel 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 15 15
Military ES 0 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 9,225
NETIMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 46,000 2,000 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 10 321 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 5 339 0 -7,125
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS 15 46,660 2,000 -7, 1225

EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/GRIFFISS AFB, AIRFIELD SPPT FOR 10TH INF LIGHT DIVISION

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
TOTAL
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 96 - O(I)O’
Military Construction 0 0 48,
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 562 300 1,193
Operation & Maintenance 1,800 1,100 5,344
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 2,362 1,400 54,537
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 2,362 1,400 54,537
D IDE QF
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0
Other 0- 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0
SAVINGS;
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 9,225 9,225 27,675
Military Personnel 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Civilian ES 15 15 15
Military ES 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 9,225 9,225 27,675
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 0 48,000
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental - 562 300 1,193
Operation & Maintenance -7,425 -8,125 -22,331
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0
Other 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 b
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS -6,863 -7,825 26,862
27
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BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT
PACKAGE DESCRIPTION

U.S. Air Force/Griffiss Airfield Support 10th Inf Light Division, New York

Closure Package: Griffiss Airfield Support 10th Inf Light Division, New York, will close the minimum
essential airfield and provide mobility/contingency/training support to the 10th Infantry (Light) Division
from the Fort Drum Airfield in FY 1996 through 1998.

One Time Implementation Costs:

Military Construction:
FY 1997
Fiscal Year Amount
State/Installation Project Title/# of Award ($000)
New York/Ft Drum Runway/Apron/WOXG959609 1997 46,000
Total 1997 46,000

Conjunctively-Funded Construction: N/A

Family Housing Construction: N/A

Family Housing Operations: N/A
Operation and Maintenance: $0.3 Million

Military Personnel - PCS: N/A

Other Procurement: N/A
Revenues from Land Sales: N/A
Environmental: $0.3 Million

Savings: Savings identified are generated by no longer operating the installation. They are included in
BC-02 for display purposes only, and will be realized in other Air Force appropriations.

EXHIBIT BC-03
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Griffiss Airfield Support 10th Inf Light Division, New York Package

FY 1997 Forms 1391 (Military Construction Project Data)




1. COMPONENT

FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
ANG (computer generated)

2.
|

DATE

g AR 1996

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

FT DRUM NEW YORK

4. PROJECT TITLE

BASE CLOSURE-RUNWAY /APRON/ILS

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT|6. CATEGORY CODE|7. PROJECT NUMBER

8. PROJECT COST(S$000)

55296F 111-111 WOXG959609 46,000
9. COST ESTIMATES

UNIT COST

ITEM U/M|QUANTITY| COST ($000)
BASE CLOSURE-RUNWAY/APRON/ILS 33,900
RUNWAY / TURNAROUND LS (16,300)
PARKING APRON LS (12,500)
HOT CARGO LOADING/UNLOADING APRON LS ( 2,000)
ILS GLIDE SLOPE Ls ( 3,100)
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 7,000
AIRFIELD LIGHTING AND SIGNAGE LS ( 1,500)
ENVIRONMENTAL COLLECTION SYSTEM LS ( 500)
SITE IMPROVEMENTS LS ( 5,000)
SUBTOTAL 40,900
CONTINGENCY (5%) 2,045
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 42,945
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 2,577
TOTAL REQUEST 45,522
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 46,000

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Remove concrete runway and
construct a new 10000 ft by 150 ft concrete runway with 25 ft shoulders
and 1000 ft overruns, airfield lighting and signage, and stormwater
systems. Construct a 75 ft wide concrete aircraft turnaround. Construct
a 700 ft by 1950 ft concrete parking apron with 25 ft shoulders. Includes
deicing pad, lighting, oil/water spearator, taxiways, and grounding

11. REQUIREMENT: As required.

PROJECT: Base Closure- Construct Runway, Parking/Turnaround Apron, and
ILS
REQUIREMENT: The closure of Griffiss Minimum Essential Airfield and

relocation of the contingency/training/mobility support requirements of
the 10th Mountain Infantry Division to the Ft Drum Airfield as directed by
the 1995 Base Realignment and Closure process requires the construction of
a new runway, parking apron, taxiways, an aircraft turnaround, and
associated lighting and environmental controls. A new Instrument Landing
System is also required for the new runway. Provide foundation,
transformers, electrical connections, and equipment necessary for both
ends of Rw 03/21. Preparation of the site and appropriate ulitity
upgrades are required. Provide clearing and grubbing, grading, and a new
drainage system. Relocate 13.2 KV electrical service underground.

Provide for environmental system for deicing apron and oil water separator
for apron. Provide runway and apron drainage culverts and catch basins.
CURRENT SITUATION: The runway at Ft Drum is only 5000 ft long. It can
not support the larged sized military aircraft, the charter commercial
carge aircraft such as the B-747, and other CRAF aircraft that are needed
to deploy the 10th,Mountain Infantry Division personnel and equipment. An

area for loading and off loading of munitions is required. All associated

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76
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1. COMPONENT 2. DATE
FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
ANG (computer generated) 19 MAR 1008
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

FT DRUM NEW YORK
4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER

BASE CLOSURE-RUNWAY/APRON/ILS WOXG959609

pavements and utilities are required to support the construction of a new
runway. The construction of a new runway will require the addition of a
new CAT 1 ILS for aircraft to effectively use the airfield. Land is
available for the construction of a runway;however, the area needs to be
cleared and utiliti extended.

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Unable to provide timely support to the 10th
Mountain Infantry Division from Ft Drum thereby delaying deployments and
contingency operations. More expensive and high risk workarounds will be
required such as the use of the commercial airfield at Hancock Field,
Syracuse or the required continued use of Griffiss.

ADDITIONAL: Funding is to be provided from the Base Closure Account.
This project meets the criteria/scope specified in Part II of Military
Handbookl1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". A certificate of
exception has been prepared as this represents the only reasonable option
for accomplishing this project and mission.

7
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1. COMPONENT

ANG

FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
(computer generated)

2. DATE

19 MAR 1905

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

FT DRUM NEW YORK

4. PROJECT TITLE

5. PROJECT NUMBER

b. Equipment associated with this project will be provided from
other appropriations: N/A

BASE CLOSURE-RUNWAY/APRON/ILS WOXG959609
12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA:
a. Estimated Design Data:
(1) Status:
(a) Date Design Started 96 JAN 02
(b) Parametric Cost Estimates used to develop costs Y
(c) Percent Complete as of Jan 1996 %
(d) Date 35% Designed. 96 JUN 15
(e) Date Design Complete 96 DEC 30
(2) Basis:
(a) Standard or Definitive Design -
(b) Where Design Was Most Recently Used -
(3) Total Cost (c) = (a) + (b) or (d) + (e): ($000)
(a) Production of Plans and Specifications
(b) All oOther Design Costs 4600
(c) Total 4600
(d) Contract 2760
(e) In-house 1840
(4) Construction Start 97 MAR

DD FORM 1391C,

DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete.

Page No




Hill Air Force Base Test and Training Range, Utah Package

Base Closure and Realignment Detail




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/HILL AFB, UTAH TEST AND TRAINING RANGE, UTAH

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY1996 FY1997 FY1998 FY 1999
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 100 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 50 75 0 0
Military Personnel - PCS 0 107 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 150 182 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 150 182 0 0
DED I F
Military Construction 0 -0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED QUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 0 0
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 15 102 49 78
Military Personnel 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 6 6 6
Military ES 0 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 15 102 49 78
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 100 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 35 -27 -49 -78
Military Personnel - PCS 0 107 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS 135 80 49 -78
EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/HILL AFB, UTAH TEST AND TRAINING RANGE, UTAH
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
TOTAL

ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 96 - 01 ’

Military Construction 0 0

Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0

' - Operations 0 0 0

Environmental 0 0 100

Operation & Maintenance 0 0 125

Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 107

Other 0 0 0
| Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 0 0 332
; Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 0 0 332
| DED IDE OF THE A NT:
} Military Construction 0 0 0
| Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0
| Environmental 0 0 0
i Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0
| Other 0 0 0
i Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
‘ TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 b
SAVINGS:
! Military Construction 0 0 0
\ Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
| - Operations 0 0 0
‘ Operation & Maintenance 116 66 426
l Military Personnel 0 0 0
| Other 0 0 0
| Civilian ES 6 6 6
| Military ES 0 0 0
‘ TOTAL SAVINGS 116 66 426
1 TIMP TATI
Military Construction 0 0 0
| Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
3 - Operations 0 0 0
l Environmental 0 0 100
} Operation & Maintenance 116 66 301
| Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 107
| Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
| Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 .
\ NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS -116 -66 -94
| EXHIBIT BC-02 33




BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT
PACKAGE DESCRIPTION
U.S. Air Force/Hill Air Force Base Test and Training Range, Utah

Closure Package: The Commission recommended realigning Hill Air Force Base Test and Training
Range, Utah in 1996/97. The Utah Test and Training Range will be disestablished. Some
armament/weapons Test and Evaluation (T&E) workload will transfer to the Air Force Development Test
Center (AFDTC), Eglin AFB, Florida, and the Air Force Flight Test Center (AFFTC), Edwards AFB,
California.

One Time Implementation Costs:

Military Construction: N/A

Conijunctively Funded Construction: N/A

Family Housing Construction: N/A

Family Housing Operations: N/A

Operation and Maintenance: $0.1 Million.

Military Personnel - PCS: $0.1 Million

Other Procurement: N/A

Revenues From Land Sales: N/A

Environmental: N/A

Savings: Savings identified are generated by no longer operating the installation. They are included in
exhibit BC-02 for display purposes only, and will be realized in other Air Force appropriations.

EXHIBIT BC-03
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Homestead Air Force Base 301st Rescue Squadron, Florida Package

Base Closure and Realignment Detail




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION
USAF/HOMESTEAD AFB, 301ST RESCUE SQUADRON, FLORIDA

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY1996 FY1997 FY 1998 FY 1999
Military Construction 0 5,900 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 400 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 78 0 0 0
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 478 5900 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 478 5,900 0 0
FUNDED IDE OF THE A NT;
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 0 0
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 83 83 83
Military Personnel 0 .0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0 0
) TOTAL SAVINGS 0 83 83 83
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 5,900 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0 0
Environmental 400 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 78 -83 -83 -83
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0 0
Other ' ' 0 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS 478 5,817 -83 -83

EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT - 1995 COMMISSION

USAF/HOMESTEAD AFB, 301ST RESCUE SQUADRON, FLORIDA

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
TOTAL
ONE TIME IMPLEMENTATION COSTS: FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 96 - 01 O’
Military Construction 0 0 5,9
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 400
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 78
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0 0
Other 0’ 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL ONE-TIME COSTS 0 0 6,378
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0 0
BUDGET REQUEST 0 0 6,378
FUNDED OUTSIDE OF THE ACCOUNT:
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Operations 0 0 0
Environmental 0 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0 0
TOTAL FUNDED OUTSIDE THE ACCOUNT 0 0 b
SAVINGS:
Military Construction 0 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0 0
- Operations 0. 0 0
Operation & Maintenance 83 83 415
Military Personnel 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Civilian ES 0 0 0
Military ES 0 0 0
TOTAL SAVINGS 83 83 415
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS:
Military Construction 0 0
Family Housing - Construction 0 0
- Operations 0 0
Environmental 0 0
Operation & Maintenance -83 -83
Military Personnel - PCS 0 0
Other 0 0
Homeowners Assistance Program 0 0
Revenues from Land Sales (-) 0 0
NET IMPLEMENTATION COSTS . -83 - -83

EXHIBIT BC-02




BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT
PACKAGE DESCRIPTION

U.S. Air Force/Homestead Air Force Base 301st Rescue Squadron, Florida

Closure Package: The Commission recommended the redirection of Homestead Air Force Base 301st
Rescue Squadron, Florida, to Patrick AFB, Florida in 1996/97.

One Time Implementation Costs:

Military Construction:

FY 1997

Fiscal Year Amount
State/Installation Project Title/# of Award ($000)
Florida/Patrick Pararescue Training/SXHT959002 1997 2,650
Florida/Patrick Maintenance Facilities/SXHT959011 1997 500
Florida/Patrick Alter Corrosion Facilities/SXHT959004 1997 2,750
Total 1997 5,900

Conjunctively Funded Construction: N/A

Family Housing Construction: N/A

Family Housing Operations: N/A

Military Personnel - PCS: N/A

Operation and Maintenance: N/A

Other Procurement: N/A

Revenues From Land Sales: N/A
Environmental: N/A

Savings: Savings identified are generated by no longer operating the installation. They are included in
exhibit BC-02 for display purposes only, and will be realized in other Air Force appropriations.

EXHIBIT BC-03




Homestead Air Force Base 301st Rescue Squadron, Florida Package

FY 1997 Forms 1391 (Military Construction Project Data)




1. COMPONENT 2. DATE
FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA

AIR FORCE (computer generated) i EAT wgﬁ
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE

BASE CLOSURE-PARARESCUE
PATRICK AIR FORCE BASE FLORDIA TRAINING FACILITY

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT|6. CATEGORY CODE|7. PROJECT NUMBER |8. PROJECT COST($000)

55396F 171-445 SXHT959002 2,650
9. COST ESTIMATES
UNIT COST
ITEM U/M|QUANTITY| coOsT ($000)
BASE CLOSURE-PARARESCUE TRAINING
FACILITY SM 1,950 1,070 2,087
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 300
UTILITIES LS ( 100)
PAVEMENTS LS ( 100)
SITE IMPROVEMENTS LS (_100)
SUBTOTAL 2,387
CONTINGENCY (5%) 119
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 2,506
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 150
TOTAL REQUEST 2,656
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 2,650

10. Description of Proposed Construction: construct a building with
training space, storage, and administrative areas. Work includes all
necessary utilities, pavements, site adaptation, and support.

Air Conditioning: 20 KW.

11. REQUIREMENT: 2,325 SM ADEQUATE: 375 SM SUBSTANDARD: 465 SM
PROJECT: Base Closure- Pararescue Training Facility

REQUIREMENT: Realignment of 30lst Rescue Sq from Homestead AFB to Patrick
AFB means that an adequately sized facility is required to provide
training, storage, and administrative space for this mission.

CURRENT SITUATION: The 30lst Rescue Sq has been temporarily housed at
Patrick AFB since a hurricane demolished Homestead AFB. The existing
active duty pararescue facility (Bldg 624) at Patrick AFB is inadequate
and improperly configured to support the long term requirements of the
301st Rescue Sg. The existing facility was not designed for pararescue
mission assigned to the 30lst Rescue Sq and is only in temporary use by
active duty forces. Use of this facility more adequately fits the Life
Support and Loadmaster facliity shortfalls. The Reserve pararescue
manpower requirement is 55 versus 32 personnel for active forces. No
other facilities on base meet needs.

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Failure to accomplish this project would result
in inadequate support of the relocation and permanent beddown of the 301st
Rescue Sg. The unit can not continue to perform in the temporary area as
the host has programmed other functions into the facility.

ADDITIONAL: Funding is to be provided by the Base Closure Account. There
is no scope/criteria for this project in Part II of Military Handbook
1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide".

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No
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AIR FORCE

1. COMPONENT

FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA
(computer generated)

2. DATE

19 MAR 1998

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION

PATRICK AIR FORCE BASE FLORDIA

b. Equipment associated with this project will be provided from
other appropriations: N/A

4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER
BASE CLOSURE-PARARESCUE TRAINING FACILITY SXHT959002
12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA:
a. Estimated Design Data:
(1) Status:
(a) Date Design Started 96 FEB 04
(b) Parametric Cost Estimates used to develop costs Y
(c) Percent Complete as of Jan 1996 %
(d) Date 35% Designed. 96 MAY 10
(e) Date Design Complete 96 AUG 31
(2) Basis:
(a) Standard or Definitive Design -
(b) Where Design Was Most Recently Used -
(3) Total Cost (c) = (a) + (b) or (d) + (e): (S000)
(a) Production of Plans and Specifications
(b) All Other Design Costs 265
{({c) Total 265
(d) Contract 160
(e) In-house 105
(4) Construction Start 96 DEC

DD FORM 1391C, DEC 76

Previous editions are obsolete.
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1. COMPONENT 2. DATE
FY 1997 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA

1 ¢ BAR 1005
USAFR (computer generated) b
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE
. BASE CLOSURE-MAINTENANCE
PATRICK AIR FORCE BASE FLORIDA FACILITIES

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT|6. CATEGORY CODE|7. PROJECT NUMBER |8. PROJECT COST($000)

55396F 171-000 SXHT959011 500
9. COST ESTIMATES
UNIT COST
ITEM U/M|QUANTITY| COST ($000)

BASE CLOSURE-MAINTENANCE FACILITIES SM 635 405

ALTER PNEUDRAULICS SHOP SM 180 560 (101)

ALTER ELECT/ENVIRO SHOP SM 180 560 (101)

ALTER CHAFF AND FLARE FACILITY SM 75 1,100 ( 83)

ALTER SECURE NDI STORAGE SM 100 1,000 (100)

ALTER MSL SM 100 200 ( 20)
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 25

UTILITIES Ls ( 10)

PAVEMENTS LS ( 5)

SITE IMPROVEMENTS LS (_10)
SUBTOTAL 430
CONTINGENCY (10%) _43
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 473
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) _28
TOTAL REQUEST 501
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) : 500

. 10. Description of Proposed Construction: Provide minor alteration to

accommodate MSL function, pneudraulics shop, electrical/environmental shop
and equipment storage and NDI functions. Also provide for munitions
storage to support chaff and flares. Includes all n